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Mr. Jon Bornholm 
US EPA, Region IV 
345 Courtland Street 
Atlanta, Georgia 30365 

KE: Medley Farm Site (RI/FS Vfork Plant:) 
Ciierokee County 

Dear Mr. Bornholm: 

Ihe above referenced document has been reviewed by the Department. 
You will find enclosed, in memorandum form, the major hydrogeological 
concems. No other major concern were noted at this time. Please pay 
specicil attention to the comments that have been di:5)licated due to a 
failvire to have then incorporated in the last review period. 

If you have any questions, please call. 

Sincerely, 

.̂nA^AyMy^ 
Wilson C. Miles, J r . 
S i t e Engineering SectJton 
Bureau of Solid and Hazardous 

Waste. Manageittsnt 
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MEMORANDUM 

TO: W, Coleman Miles 
Site Engineering Section 
Bureau of Solid and Hazardous Waste Management 

FROM: Judy Canova, HydrologistQO 
Superfund and Solid Wastfe Section 
Division of Hydrogeology 
Bureau of Solid and Hazardous Waste Management 

DATE: July 6, 1988 

RE: Medley Farms Site, Cherokee County 
RI/FS Work Plan, Second Draft 
Hydrogeologic Review 
SCD 980 558 142 

The proposed remedial investigation methods for the refer
enced facility have been reviewed from a historical and 
hydrogeologic perspective. Following are comments which should 
be addressed in a revised plan prior to initiating the investiga
tion: 

I. Monitor Well Installation and Construction 
A. A proposal for monitor well installation in accordance 

with South Carolina Well Standards and Regulations 
R.81-71 must be submitted to the Division of 
Hydrogeology at the Bureau of Solid and Hazardous Waste 
Management for approval prior to installation of 
monitoring wells. 

B. In the first draft, an allotment for a possible two 
additional wells was made if, after completion of Phase 
I, it was deemed necessary. This was not mentioned in 
the second draft, but it should be included in the 
final work plan. 



II. Site Characterization 
A. Geology 

1. Split spoon samples from all monitor wells and 
borings should be described. Continuous cores 
should be taken from the first two saprolite 
wells, and they should also be described. Cross-
sections and maps of the site should be provided 
based on the results. 

2. From a hydrogeologic perspective, natural moisture 
content/atterburg limits are not needed for soil 
borings or well cuttings because these values are 
not generally used for hydrogeologic interpreta
tions. Instead, the number of sieve analyses 
should be increased. 

B. Hydrogeology 
1. A record of the depth at which each soil boring 

encounters ground water should be kept. 

2. In Section 2.1.2, it is stated that "Information 
will be developed in the RI to evaluate whether 
Jones Creek, the Big Blue Branch, or Thicketty 
Creek act as a permanent ground water flow divides 
for both the surficial and bedrock aquifers in 
this area." However, there is no proposal within 
the plan 'of how this will be done or what informa
tion will be collected to determine if the creeks 
are flow divides. More details are needed, or the 
statement should be removed. 

C. Ground-water Sampling and Analysis 
1. MW-3 should be sampled for all TCL's in addition 

to MW-2 and MW-4. 

2. It is recognized that the site is located in an 
area with high recharge potential. Therefore, 
several downgradient private wells should be 
sampled and analyzed for indicator parameters. 

Ill . B..̂se Map Requirements 
A. All sources of informatiori used, in this report should 

be cited on the page where used, whether in the text or 
on a map, 

B. All creeks discussed sho.uld be cle.arly labelled on .a 
topographic map. 



C. Figure 2.2 is incorrectly labelled "Proposed Test Pit 
Locations." Test pit locations are not shown in this 
figure. 

D. In Section .3 . 6 . ,3, it is mentioned that proposed MW-3 
and MW-4 are located along probable fracture traces. A 
clearly labelled map with well locations and fracture 
tr.ace locations is needed which cites the information 
source used for fracture trace location. 


